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DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 

1 . The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 

2. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: There is no 
summary. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

3. The disclosure is objected to because the term "voice recognition" is misused for 
what nowadays is called -speech recognition- in the speech signal processing art. 
While "voice recognition" and "speech recognition" were both once used 
interchangeably to refer to spoken word recognition, nowadays these two terms are 
distinguished. The term "voice recognition" now denotes identification of who is doing 
the speaking (class 704/246), while "speech recognition" (or "word recognition") 
denotes identification of what ls being said (class 704/251). So, appropriate correction 
to the proper terms of art is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
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applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 1, 2, 4, 5, 15, 17 and 22-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Wright et al. (U.S. Pat. 6,601,027). 

As per claims 1, 15 and 22, Wright teaches a method, system and machine 
readable medium comprising: 

associating each of a quantity of numbers of a speech-enabled numbered list 
with an entry of a quantity of entries (numbered list is separate from the dialog box so 
there must be an association process to determine which numbers from the number list 
correspond to which entries in the dialog box, Fig. 13B, elements 1325 and 1327); 

receiving, through a voice input, a selection of a number of the quantity of 
numbers (user selects the correct input by saying "Choose 4", col. 18, lines 25-27); and 

obtaining data for the entry of the quantity of entries that is associated with the 
number (replaces the incorrect word with the selected word, col. 18, lines 27-30). 

r 

6. As per claims 2 and 23, Wright teaches each of the quantity of numbers of the 
speech-enabled numbered list is fixed to a position next to each of the quantity of 
numbers independent of the entry located at the position next to each of the quantity of 
numbers (numbered list only has ten entries while the dialog box can have more and it 
can be seen that as the dialog box is scrolled through the numbered list would remain 
fixed, Fig. 13E, elements 1332 and 1333). 
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7. As per claims 4 and 24, Wright teaches the quantity of entries is greater than the 
quantity of numbers (only permits ten candidates to be displayed while the list may 
contain more, col. 18, lines 47-50). 

8. As per claims 5, 17 and 25, Wright teaches receiving an input that modifies 
positions of the quantity of entries (dialog box has a scroll bar, Fig. 13E, element 1333). 



9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

10. Claims 3, 6-16, 18-21 , and 26-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Wright. 

As per claims 3 and 16, Wright teaches receiving a new user utterance if there 
was an error in recognition (error correction with verbal commands, col. 17, lines 46-53). 

Wright does not specifically teach or suggest doing this for selecting a number of 
quantity numbers if the voice input could not be determined/recognized) 



It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify the system of Wright to use this error correction when the voice 
input during the selecting of numbers of the initial error correction cannot be determined 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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because it would ensure more accurate recognition results to better determine the 
user's intentions. 

11. As per claims 6, 1 8 and 26, Wright teaches a method, system and machine- 
readable medium comprising: 

associating each of a quantity of numbers of a speech-enabled numbered list 
with a position in a viewable list (numbered list is separate from the dialog box so there 
must be an association process to determine which numbers from the number list 
correspond to which position in the dialog box, Fig. 13B, elements 1325 and 1327); 

associating each of the quantity of numbers of the speech-enabled numbered list 
with an entry of a quantity of entries that is located in the position in the viewable list 
(numbered list is separate from the dialog box so there must be an association process 
to determine which numbers from the number list correspond to which entries in the 
dialog box, Fig. 13B, elements 1325 and 1327); 

receiving an input, wherein the input can be one of a number of input types (user 
can say or type a command, col. 18, lines 22-24); and 

obtaining data for the entry of the quantity of entries that is associated with the 
input (replaces the incorrect word with the selected word, col. 18, lines 27-30). 

Wright does not teach that each of the number of input types is associated with a 
number of different levels of confidence. 

However, the Examiner takes Official Notice that it is well known that an input 
from a keyboard or mouse is much more dependable than an input from a speech 
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recognizer. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of invention to modify the system of Wright so that each of the number of input 
types is associated with a number of different levels of confidence because the system 
would not have to check for errors for an input with a high level of confidence thus 
speeding up processing. 

12. As per claims 7, 19 and 27, Wright does not teach verifying the input upon 
determining that the input type of the input is associated with a moderate level of 
confidence. 

However, the Examiner takes Official Notice that it is well known that an input 
with a moderate level of confidence is more prone to errors. Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to modify the 
system of Wright to verify the input upon determining that the input type of the input is 
associated with a moderate level of confidence because this would give better 
recognition results. 

1 3. As per claims 8, 20 and 28, Wright teaches generating a list of matching items 
from a vocabulary list (during error correction a list is built from backup dictionaries, col. 
17, lines 54-56 and Fig. 13B, element 1325). 
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14. As per claim 9, Wright does not teach that the input type associated with the 
moderate level of confidence includes a voice input that is independent of the speech- 
enabled numbered list. 

However, the Examiner takes Official Notice that it is well known that speech 
recognition using a smaller concentrated vocabulary has a lower probability of error 
than using a larger generic vocabulary. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to modify the system of Wright such that 
the input type associated with the moderate level of confidence includes a voice input 
that is independent of the speech-enabled numbered list because the input would not 
be recognized so easily using the concentrated vocabulary associated with the 
numbered list, hence there is a larger probability of error. 

1 5. As per claims 10, 21 and 29, Wright teaches associating each of the quantity of 
entries with a voice keyword (each entry is associated with the keyword "choose x" 
where "x" is the associated number from the number list, col. 18, lines 25-27). 

1 6. As per claims 1 1 and 30, Wright teaches each of the quantity of numbers of the 
speech-enabled numbered list is fixed to a position next to each of the quantity of 
numbers independent of the entry located at the position next to each of the quantity of 
numbers (numbered list only has ten entries while the dialog box can have more and it 
can be seen that as the dialog box is scrolled through the numbered list would remain 
fixed, Fig. 13E, elements 1332 and 1333). 
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17. As per claim 12, Wright teaches receiving an input that modifies positions of the 
quantity of entries (dialog box has a scroll bar, Fig. 13E, element 1333). 

1 8. As per claim 1 3, Wright teaches the quantity of entries is greater than the 
quantity of numbers (only permits ten candidates to be displayed while the list may 
contain more, col. 18, lines 47-50). 

19. As per claim 14, Wright teaches receiving an additional input if the voice input 
could not be determined (receiving a new user utterance if there was an error in 
recognition; error correction with verbal commands, col. 17, lines 46-53). 



Conclusion 

20. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Baker (U.S. Pat. 6,122,613) teaches an interface that has 
numbered lists corresponding with a quantity of entries where the user can speak the 
number in order to obtain data corresponding to the chosen entry. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Matthew J Sked whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
8663. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri (8:00 am - 4:30 pm). 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Talivaldis Smits can be reached on (703) 306-301 1. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 

Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 

( 

For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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